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Presldent s News Conference on F orelgn and Domestic Issues

Fqllpwing is atranscript o[ President Reagan’s news confe rence last mghc
xm w(zshmgtom as recorded by The New Yark Times:

g

Be seated. [ have a brief
statement . besides ' saying .. g
evmmg. One week ago today in Lon.
ed the leaders of six major
mdusmahzed democracies: for. the
annual economic summit and we met
to take the pulse of the world econ-
nmy, to measure the impact of the
polic we've been implement-

durmg the past three years, and to
continue strengthening the fréedom,
prvsDenty and peace alwe share

Change comes nexmer easuy nor
quickly in. foreign affairs but there
was recognition in London that while
we continue to face: préssing: chal-
lenges we are on the t track. By
working mger.her, by stic! kmg tQ our
policies, we’ve made impressive
progress. since 1981. The Western
democracies have been moving from
weakness to strength,. froms disa)
pointment: and pessimism. to co:
denice and hope for a better future. In
1981, our economies had an average
growth of only 1.8 percent and 845 per-
cent inflation. But, led by:the ré-

ry and now the expansion in the
Umted States, our average growth to-
dayisupto4  percent while inflation
has been cutinhalf.

: There was
centives of America’s recovery |
m, which’ sparked! our' écono: ms
takeof! and thie creatjod of more than
six million jofs in the last 18 months,
ve made a major omtnvm)on to
the improvement in both !heige n’? .
ance and the outlook for the world
eoonomy 1 reaffirmed, to our allies
Amer mmitment to
the NATO alliarice and f0 its mission
to prvtect peace and freedom in the
t. E erica have en-
kyed nearly 40 years' of
ATO remaifis strong
and I believe NATO is stror er amf
more uniffed oday Lhan ever ore,

CE it

rF,mtion Lhat the lll- )

_OPENING STATEMENT _

then, Eumpe and America will re-
in free and secure

Ties With Soviet

“'We have re-established strength
‘and confidence stretching
Amerjca’s shores to Eumpe an Lhe

acific Basin, and we're trying ag
well to pmmote a better, more realis-
-term relationshrp with the
‘nion. And that's wby we and
our ames tave' made so ia.
tiyes to réduce nuclear azsenals, ban
chemical weapons, b e im-
Fasse in the East-West conventional

rce neg\ptiauvns, curb nuclear pro-

liferation' and reach agreement on
p Is for increasing confidence

reducmg the risk of surprise at-
tack in E

! The West is domg its utmost but to

date we have met with continued
ess to return to the |,

'xl:;lear arms  negotiating  tables.

erica is standmg taller in the

world today but if we're to continue

on ‘course toward a more prosperous,

peaceful world, then we need the full

coopération of the 2 Congress. “The Con-
gress must support our strategic
modemxzation program. to keep
? strong and convince the
Soviets it |s in their best iterest to
the course of npgou !ion. 1:%
conlmntauoﬂ S0 we cad
duce arms whxle preservmg peace

: a.nd stability.

The Congms must pass the recom-
of the

ated Press.

Deaders of the even major induslrlal na(lnns and their forelg,u ministers
meeting last week at the Lancaster House, President Reagan sald at his
news couference Iast night thll. “there was recognition in London that while

‘om-
mission on Central America and the
two supplemental requests now be-
fore it, to promote democracy, eco-
nomic development and greater se-
curity in that vital region to our south.
And “the Congress must promptly
gass our deffcit reduction program to
elp ensure that our economtc re-
covery remains st
, And now, Helen, youreNo 1

QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS

Summit Talks

Q Mr President, no matter w}vhat

y you've done so far, two Re—
pubhcan leadérs. don't
e enough. And they a
to hold regulag summit me for'
fear we’ll blow each other Uy the
Saviets without any condif ons as to'

issues or ‘outcome: Both you'and the
quxets have said you will go to 4 sum."

caref dy prepared. M
qu&iuon is, where do we stand now?"

argumg with someone or not arguing
with someone. There’ve been a lot of
changes over there. But we're ready,
willing and able.

% Carter Debate Papers ...

Q. Mr, President, nearlyaysara 0
said that you wanted to getto

briefing papers that went from the
' Carter White House into your 1980
campaign; I wonder, sir, if in that

Are you willing to £ fnr asummw v year you, have ever talked to Mr.
and start Lhe ball rol i

we've I’\ Vﬂn& P

But %:?Y ame wxuf;f;w :’:’é@ and
talk any time. So far theguhavs heen
the ones not: r%pcrnding t z(e have
kept in communis
number of issues o e ?
ductions that we have uggested alk-
ing to them abou! 10 going to
continue in ghe ma 0f quiev dxplo-
macy to 'bnng about.

. Well, are l
affirmative mgv? ‘g:l;\gs“
to try to clear awa so;;: of these
stumbling block§ ve' really
caused great East-West tension?

Well, this is what | meant with
my remarks, at we are continuing
to keep communication, with ths idea
leading towan{ that very thing,

imif, 4nd

réparatlon

Q: M president; do we under- -

stand )&w to sayI t.hath yl%u Te wxrl’hng
now to drop your long-held view that a
summit would have to be carefully
ce, ld the
prospect for reasonabf:ggcg&és?

A: Well it wouldn’t really be neces-
sary for me :Xad‘:gg that since the
Russians'say t's exactly what
lhe'y feel” mysg _happen, before, thére

:5} nm it must be

caref\nlly prepe — Let me ex-
plain, maybe a little more fully, what

when 1say that, what I have in mind!

The a couple of times i m the

past in wi

| Baker and to Mr. Casey and asked'
| them precisely wh t theif | re
| in that matter‘b 3

s think they'r¢ éasily-
understandab le. One has no recollec-
tion—and I can understand that from

roin bt

o

1 él c)eared up about u'us whole
; Gase. And. I did give orders to the

F.B. 1.to make thxs investigation thor-
ough angd I gave orderd to all of our
f 3 cwperate lq lhe fullest ex-

eut they di -}
Apd the Justic rtmene and

Lhe F.B.I. werg satisfied that it was
1 no criminal intent of anilu‘nd: Butthe
 thing that T want to make clear is we

 still keep calling it the ‘briefing book."

Now, it was established quite a
while ago that the so-called debate
briefing book, of the Carter team,
never has 'in our possession; that
,all that was uncghvered werfe m
"position papers, the of tl

that were ll)sesuesz dunntypeg the cam-

,paign, and all of it had been out in me
Jopét and made public as the cam-
paign went on, before the debate.

But the briefing book, if you will
remember, the briefing book it was
pointed out, finally someone located
on the other side, and there it was,
and no one on this side ever saw it,
ior was it ever in our hands.

Q. To finally ¢all if off, sir, there
seems, however, to be some confli
Jin the matter, because ajthough the
Justice Department said no crime

a$ been committed, a Democratic~

con(mlled committee on the Hill says
suggests — that there may have

a crime committed. In view of

sg

th fact that there ig thig conflict — ~

the free world and. from our own copn.

try have gotten into L{

get acquamted or say hello, Arn

have led to great tations

they’ve led to great dlsappmnlment

And I don’t t that we mghtj to Lﬁo
hat kind. But at the

same hme. I rq m)( t l,king about oct;‘

reconstructs

low if

t are
ings we can talk’ab'(-gat thlg?emfg,ht
clear the air and create bettg;; egm-

A: Well, we are (ak ing steps. Wa're

— this is "vhaf 1 mean unxeqilplo-

macy. And I have

cation myselt E? wp( commum(:a-
on.

don’t believe your Jus-
uoe Department, and the Republi-
cans don't believe the Democratic *
Committee — wouldn't it be better to
have a special prosécutor that would
resolve the matter once and for all?
A Well, that matter is in the court
now. And jf that is decided by the
court, I vnu give the same orders with
régard cooperation. . Frankly,
baged og that Democratic Committes
report, it didn’t make any sense at all.

il'hx’.! has been investigated thorough.
y. r

5 m  recent speeches this year

Soviets you have held om an

oh frmncﬁ to them, but at the same
] usually_either denounce

T, in an attempt to get this
dxalogue started ag;un, whether at
the surmml or back eva, if you

L s:mx;ly held out the ohve branch with-
qut at them?
A. Well 1 dOn’l Lhink P've gone out
of my way to just call them names or
yt . I've' usually pointed to
ing that is counter to their
p'rDtEStat ions of wanting ce and
cooperation, such as walking away
from the arms talks. I don’t think that
g that was as fiery as
m refemng to the funeral servic
d'.he Y soldier as a mll!ilaﬂ
ristic’ orgy: Ii weregmng to
about  com) rhetorlc.

shorten the num-

berof quesuons we're getting with all
these fou:‘;lh uPsThank

Anytime.

3 Idon’t kxwwi(e'veyr;“meuleﬁas

half years \}uclear as I am on wM we stand

ttom of the matter of the so-called- |

. for four' years, then [ think Lhey

you
Lheu- sgtem or their actions, Would it *

with the summn with the Sov'lets Are
you inviting Mr. Chernenko tg come
and have a summit with you and are
you willing to have your advisers sit
down with his advisers to work out the
pre-pl.anning that you both say is nec-

A We have been i contact with
them on a number of issues that we
think — bilateral {ssues thag we think
should be discussed between us: Of
course, there is the matter of the |
arms talk.s also, although we’ve not
been t: about that since they
have sxm dyn alked away. All I cary *
- tell you is that what I muqmet o=
macy we are. in confact with their ;
tpeop1 le, trying to rmabhsh a basig (or W
atks ¢
» Q. Is.thig an mvxtauon? i { the
+ A. We h

yet. '

Qrd hketo )mn lmleymnot bemg
quite sure here, There seems to be a
change or somet that we have at
least not known before, Your
municatncrn with the Smet Ieadexship .

= as that bée Chergenko.

and what — hag the sub ged ¢
sun)xmt‘ é ee( ting beswéed Vi and

A No, much o( the communication
has been simply on the broad rela-
hip between two

Q 133 cvuld Just fouow up — sorry
— he’s much more gentlemanly.
Would you be willing to meet thh r.
Chernenko even if he won't send his
dellfsg;ﬂm bac}t to the nuclear armse |

S %]

Relatlons With Saviet . ,2

Q. Mr. President, you have saidre-
cently that et
relations would xmprove m a second
Reagan term but several other people

who have been in Moscow guote of li
cials there as saymf isn’t true,
ing: to ever deal

that they’re not ee?o
with you; they feel you have been

harsh. What hard evidence do~ you
have that relations would improve
after the election? *

A. Well, if I've been too harsh,
maybe if T apologize for shooting
down the K.A.L. 707 and some
like that, maybe they’ll warm up and:
be wﬂlmg to talk. Na, I lhmk it's very.
obvious — and I woul fxpect them
to do anything that n-ugh help me in
the coming election — but 1 think
when it's over and they kn w that *
four years lie out ahead, if I'm hes

Q Well, that bringg up ‘the ques- .,
tion: Do Lhmk at the Soviets
could get a better deal’ from your
Democratic opponent than f.h could
from you?
thA Oh, l mnotgomg to comment oq

Q Mr. President aslrecall ‘one of
previous formulauqns abyp(' a’

ment or piece of paper like the’ new
SALT or START treaty or some ni :
initiative toward & SALT ot STAmi
treaty?
A. Well, Lars, Svu ne'ver thiou
about a specific of that kind.' As I
said, there should bé on an' agerida’
subject that both’sides want to tall
about have some desire to'get a °
settlement. And that holds out the
wmxse '.hen that something might,
accomplis]

‘When you Jon'f plan 'that well, :?l
could recall and I don’t mean this to

was a meedng with Kennedy ar
and it didn’t ease tm-
sions or malxe make things any bet
ter. was the meeting in Vienpa
1t led to even more strains. So, u isa
ed sword, such a meetmg. s

we are on the right track.”

Tlmlng for Talks

'" Q. What is your time frame on this?

11 you're now willing to negotiate the
* possibility of a summit, do you think
1t could be held before the electwn’)

A." Whenever the conditions that
lead to haying one would be fine. But
one thing let me make clear, I'm not
going to play political games with this
subject and go rushing out for some
; kind of political advantage to -an-

* nounce that I have asked for a sum-

mit meetmg That ‘wouldn't do either
one of us good and certainly
wouldn’t be fanr lo them. But this is
legxtlmate, the door is open and every
once in a while we’re sf in the

doorway seeing if anyone s commg up

W‘E:t 18 your esnmauon sxr ona
2 “‘3.?'3?
ldn’t give you one.

Division in Sov{et

shlp ng is a:g y, S0 yxd
ere’s” really no!
uch hope or pro; at ll'us time.

since you've been in office. Is that
| yourview and what are the' xmphcz.'
tions of that?

i3 A. Well,"we don’t know. There's
been the

ry advanced that they’ Te

. kind of marking time and perha in

. some disagreement abou hat

course they should follow. But there's

| no way to know that. So we ;usq keep’
on trying:

Pre-electlon Debate

Q Mr. President, if I could get back
to political games "for a second, for-
mer President Carter said lhat,
earlier this month, that despite your
statement generally in favor of a de-
bate with your opponent, that he
thinks you're going to duck your
Democratie opponent and will never
. face him in a face-to-face debate.
' Now that former Vice President Wal-

ter Mondale is the apparent Demo- -

- cratic nominee, can you now promise
that you will participate in a Presi-
dential debate with him?

President Carter said that I
wvuld hide? There he goes again! I
would look forward to a debate.

‘Soviet Policy Change

Q. Mr. President, today the chief
in spokesman said we want to

Kremlis
. have negotiations with the United

' States on a whole complex of issues,

1 whic!x is certainly something differ-

than Mr. Chernenko said the day

befnre Do you read this as a change

in Soviet policy or tactics? Is there

something going on there that is hap-

pemng very quickly in relations be-
€en our two countdes?

A We'll give "em — we'll take a
chance in finding qut on that because,
say, we are in communjcation.
y e ready to talk, we are

_Affirmative Action

Q ‘Mr; President, do you interpret
preme Court decision this Wi
the Memphis firefighters case as
the déath knell of affirmative action
a¥ we tiave known if in hiring and
pmmouon?
AZ No; I don’t think that at all. T
Lhmk the Supreme Court was mterf
iving an interpretation of
what 'iogw actually says. And as a
matter’of fact I thirk in the discus-
sion, uj
when

gains
And M:‘%laas what the Supreme Court
it that case,

* has said fir

 Crime Commission

Yes, you want to
,hntymwanttobesurev.batyw
aren’t going to lead to more trouble. .

Q. You’ rawxllmgwbaveasumrmz
that does not end in the sngmngof
treaty on arms control? x

A.Ohyes,lvesmdmatonceal—
ready here.

Q. Last year you set in action a
on

crime.
Could’yvu tell me why, as the first
part of a two-part question, why this
commission refuses to say whether n
is investigating
spite seven Hanafi Mushms and Mal
colmxbemgshotbymr Farrak-
han’s accomplices?

. A.T'would have no way of knowing,

* supporters, who wrote

- of parity. How do you feel the

but a commission that is erhg.‘aged ina
study, I'm quite sure that they're not

are currently doi l think the very
nature of that kind of investigation
would indicate that they will report
when they have everything wra
up and tied up and all the evidénce
they need for any conclusions
lhey come to,
Q. To follow up, sir, in your setti
up this commission under Judlgg
Kaufman of New York, you specified
drugs. Are you at all concerned about
Bob Woodward's reports of wide-
spread cocaine use at The Washing-
ton Post or do you kind of shuff it off
and explaining that it illustrates a lot
about why the Post publxshes some of
the things that it does
A. 1 can only say andmreganito
* that question s, that you are tempt-
ing me beyond my strength.

Deficit Reduction

Q. Mr. President, you noted in your
ing remarks the debates on the

openin,
- Hill about the deficit reducticm pack-

age. Given some problems we’re hav-
ing with the spending side but not on
the tax side, would you be willing to
signa tax package without a spending

There would be no point in the other.
This triad that was worked out, this
lhmelegged stool of domestic spend-
mg, defense cuts that we finally

to, and some changes, some
reforrns in the tax structure that close
some certain loopholes and so forth,
this has to go together. I made
mistake of going alm:ﬁ with a tax in-
crease in the guise of the same kind of
treatment on the promise of cuts that
1never then obtained. And the deficit
would be

as you can have sqch assurance —
that there won't be a confrontation,
because the price would be too high,
but at the same time emphasizing
that we want more than anything else
to join with them in reducing the
number of weapons.

We've had arms limitation dealmgs
and treaties and so forth, even such

as the SALT treatjes. An of those si-
ply legalized ana arms race. They
were limitations, or rules and regula-
tions, as to how many more weapons
youcould have.”

As a matfer of fact, the Soviet
Union added almost 4,000 warheads
after the two sides had signed the
SALT II agreement. That's not my
idea of what we really m%ed ifwe're {o

luce the tensions in

What we' need is to, reduce, and
‘hopefully to ehmmate, the s(megfc
nuclear weapons.

ou'rr on record, and 1 think at
least twice, of sa; 'that we do xt:}?t
seek anything more arity in the
long run. Would not a pl%tform that
oes further than that and repeats the
call for superiority give a wrong sig-
nal to the Soviet Union?

A.Iwould prefer that we not ask for
superiority, now that we’ve entered
into and started this whole area. We
are negotiating with them, with other
countries, in two negotiations that are
going on that they did not leave or
walkaway from.

And, yes, I believe that it could be
wunterpmductwa now to ask for
that.

Shortened Term

. Mr. President, if {vu win a sec-
on term are you absod lutely commit-
ted to serving all four years? I ask the
qmﬂ only because a Washington
— 1 don’t know

smaller if 1
had gotten those cuts that I had asked
for. This time I'm going to be pretty

sure.
Q. Sir, does that mean then you

mlght want them to wait from send

tax package up until they've ac-

tually completad the spending cuts?

t I say is, if there is assur-

ance that the appropriation bills are

going to come up, that they’re work-

ing on that also, I'm prepared to look

them in the eye and then say, “Well,
all right,”” and wait, Yes?

“ Hispanic Support

Q. Mr. President, if you and your
campaign organization spent a lot of

- time trying to increase your support

among Hispanic voters, yet you

con-
~ i tinue to support the controversial im-
' migration bill on the Hill now, will

that not hurt vu with the Hispanic
votexs in the

Well, I know tHat there are peo-
ple — I can understand their concern
and their fear. I think that if we take
every precaution we can in that im-
migration bill to make sure that u:ere

* is not discrimination — sim

on the not wanting toboteraslo
whevher an mdmdua] ig legal or not
can protect against that.

But the sunplg truth is that we've lost
lrp of é;qrtgnwnmégexs, and no na-

rvive, And I
e thing that they should be
loohng at, that should beol the great-

est appeal to Lhem, is the very gener-
ous amnesty — that all the way up ta
1982 — we are ready to give those peo-

! ple permanent resldency

_ Weapons in Space

Mr. President, you've said to-
t that you're xeady and willing to
talk to the Soviets. But Mr, Cher-
nenko has proposed negotiating a ban’
on antisatellite weapons other
space weapons. Can you tell us why,
beyond the fact that you believe there
can't be verification, as you said last
weekend, why can't verification be
negotiated once you sit down with the
Soviets to discuss those weapons?

A. Well, there are a number of
s, and we are studying that, We
don't have a flat no on that yet. We're
studying that whole situation. The
Soviets are way ahead of us in that
field. They've been at this for about 10
years or more. And we are just in the
held of begmnmg research. And
we've, 1 think we've had some defi-
nite reasons there for wanting to
know our way before we talk. But we
haven 't slammed the door on that at _

Q you also confirm reports
about me venﬂcsuon issue that there
has been significant Soviet violations
q;sgu of the treaties going back to

A. We turned over a 200-page report
to the Congress that was classified.
We made public a summary of that,
declassified in a summary. The other
lengthy report is still classified be-
cause of the risk of exposing sources.
But jt was a report on out: dght viola.
tions of many of the treaf in the
past and also some ambiguities in

which, maybe based on language dif-
ferences or not, they claim a different
interpretation of the treaty and that
therefore they’re not violating it.
They have this, they’re doing what
they think the treaty prescribes. But
between those two things, yes, there
have been those violations.

Parity with’Soviet

Q. Mr. President, before you came
am , in recent years the talk had
ween the two Govemmenu of
gamy in force between the United
tates and the Soviet bnlom Your
the 1980 Re-
publican platform, called for milif m;y
superiority over the Soviet Union. It's:
been a little bit fuzzy since, v.m
you, in a couplé of speeches I
starting with the ‘‘star wars” speech,
have gone back to using the paprlan%e.
epul
lican platform this year have handled
klhat lss::: And’ between Lhose two
ey 3 ority and parity,
where shouldu'ﬁ-l plat!orm 80 md
your Administration gof
A. My own view is that we should
mamtam the strength and Jeterent
that is necessary to assure —. a3 much
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e
.economy’s in good shape when you're
75 or 76 years old — of possibly turn-

ing over power. Have you ever
thought about that? Have yvu consid-
dlscussed the First

Lady m anie
A Whatt] devﬂ ‘would a young fel-
low like me do if I quit the job!
Q You did not discuss it with the

Lady?
A.No.thmsneverbeenanysuch
!.alkat

Homosexual ngh!s o

Q. Mr. Pmldent the[;efs a move
afoot in the Congress the sup-
port of ‘many of the tic
Presidential candidates to ¢ the
F eral civil rights law that prohibits

discrimination against homcsex-
uas Is that etgmg Lha you

the Federal CiV?l
ficall job

Alwammseewﬁatelsemeyhava

Divided Soclety

Q. Mr. President, the Kerner report
said the Umﬁed States is moving to-
wards two soci es, one black and
one white, and unequal. Now
with the outcry fmm blacks, Hispan-
ics, American Indians and women
agamst your civil nghts policies,

rnqvmg

this country to-
ward two separate societies, one of
white malm and the other of blacks,

Hispanics, Amencan lndmns and*

e and unequal
beueve there’s been any
vnolmon of either the letter or the
spirit of the civil rights laws, nor

would I stand for such a thing. Th
has been no rimination of any
kind in this Administration, nor

wvuld[standforthatml.he{:rtol
a.nyoue And I think that what we

have done, if we will get our informa-
tion from the horse’s mouth, our Ad-
calw'mlm’ and not from

politi-
that has been so

50 preva-

s, lentin the last year, I think we can es-

tablish that no administration has
done more than we have done with re-
gammfanyotthosepeople'.halyou
speak
With regard to women, 1 think our
appmm 'ments Lhemse ves — but I
think more than that, no government,

00 administration has ever done what
we have done ir the cleaning up of
laws and eliminating statutes Lhat
had- discriminatory ~ language,

worked with the states on the same1

I.hmg would go with regard to misori<
ties and bluks their p}ace inthe,
Government itself, -, N

But everything that we bave done
— we haven’t done anythl.ng that in
1y way discriminated against any of

d)ose people. We have done unngs
that we Lhmk are helpful,

Q. I'want tofollow 6n that. Aleader-
ship conference which met this past
week said that are the greatest '

0lds has been blaming the
media. But aren’t you underestimat-
ing the intelligence of the grass-root:
mg}e ordoyouthinkthattheydcn Tt
what they're suffering from?
And isn’t this going to really cause a
division in this country rather than a
unified center, Unless you can con-
vince these people, who are the vic-
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